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1. This office action is in response to the Amendment filed November 6, 2003. Claims 
1-29, 72-91 are pending. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. The indicated allowability of claims 13, 73-79, 81-85, 87-91 is withdrawn in view of 
the newly discovered reference(s) to Chapet et al. (US Patent No. 6,264,109) and 
Orus (US Patent No. 5,706,925). Rejections based on the newly cited reference(s) 
follow. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

a. Claims 1-12, 14-16, 18-29, 72, 80, 86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Chapet et al. (US Patent No. 6,264,109) in view of Bonifas (of 

record). 

Regarding claims 1, 21, 25 Chapet discloses a gambling chip in the form of token/s 
containing an electronic chip, 1:5-15. So-called chips are currently well known in the art 
(they are devices consisting of a number of connected circuit elements, such as 
transistors and resistors, fabricated on a single chip of silicon crystal or other 
semiconductor material). Chapet discloses his device comprising an electronic circuit 
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incorporating a memory capable of being a re-programmable (reading/writing) device, 
5:3-24. Although Chapet discloses the capability of having a numerical value 
associated with his gaming token, Chapet fails to disclose associating a first non-zero 
value with his gaming token and at event detection, associating a second non-zero 
value being different from the first non-zero value. Bonifas teaches an analogous art 
using a gambling chip in the form of a card containing an electronic chip. The electronic 
card of Bonifas comprises a re-recordable (re-programmable) memory, 2:1-2. Bonifas 
discloses associating a non-zero value with his card, 1;48-51, 1:63-66, 2:13-16, and 
wherein a subsequent non-zero value is associated to the gaming card at the detection 
of an event (card insertion), 2:13-20, 3:36-52, 4:31-35, 47-52, 5:28-31. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the device of Chapet to include the value modification feature as taught by 
Bonifas in order to save time and raise up the use of the gaming machines. 

Regarding claims 2, 22 Bonifas discloses a gaming chip including a memory, and the 
associating steps respectively including storing the first and second (initial and 
subsequent) values in the memory, 5:29-31. 

Regarding claims 3, 24, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include a database means storing the values corresponding to the gaming tokens for 
inventory, security and authenticity reasons. 
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Regarding claims 4, 27, Bonifas discloses the detected event being insertion of the 
gambling chip in a gaming device, 4:27-28. 

Regarding claims 5, 7, 9, 11, 26, Bonifas discloses the gaming device being a slot 
machine as shown in Fig 1. 

Regarding claim 6, one of skill in the art would have been motivated to configure the 
system as such in order to encourage long period of play. 

Regarding claim 8, Bonifas discloses various detectable events capable of changing the 
value of the gaming chip/token, having the detected event being a number of times that 
a player has played a gaming device would have been an obvious matter of design 
choice. Such feature would enhance player encouragement to play the gaming device. 

Regarding claims 10, 28, 80, Bonifas discloses a system wherein the detected event 
being discharging of the gaming token from a gaming device, 2:21-24. 

Regarding claim 12, Bonifas discloses a system wherein the detected event is placing 
the gaming token in proximity to a value-changing device, 3:14-21. 

Regarding claim 14, Bonifas discloses the second non-zero value being greater than 
the first non-zero value when the player gains gaming session, 2:17-19, 5:6-18. 
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Regarding claim 15, Bonifas discloses the second non-zero value being lower than the 
first non-zero value when the player loses gaming session, 5:6-18. 

Regarding claim 16, Bonifas discloses displaying the at least one of the values, 4:58-60. 

Regarding claims 18, 23, 86 Chapet discloses a gambling chip including a memory 
storing an identifier, 1:48, 5:7. Receiving the token identifier would have been obvious. 
Such feature would facilitate inventory. 

Regarding claims 19-20, Bonifas discloses transmitting the second non-zero value to 
the gaming machine, 2:17-24, 3:48-51, 5:29-41 and receiving the second non-zero 
value from the gaming token/chip, 2:17-19, 4:47-51. 

Regarding claim 29, Chapet discloses associating an identifier with his gambling chip, 
5:3-10, wherein the identification information is related to a person/player. Player 
tracking system is an old and well known feature where gambling devices contain 
identification associated with player. Having the detecting means including a player 
tracking system would have been an obvious matter of design choice. Such feature 
would prevent fraud and enhance security. 
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Regarding claim 72, Bonifas discloses a device in the form of a memory mounted in the 
gambling chip for outputting a signal detectable by a holder of the gambling chip to 
indicate a status of the gambling chip via a display (7), 4:58-60. 

b. Claims 13. 17, 73-78, 81, 82, 87-91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chapet et al. in view of Bonifas as applied to claims 1-12, 14-16, 18- 
29, 72, 80, 86 above, and further in view of Modler (of record). 

Regarding claims 17, 73, Chapet in view of Bonifas disclose the claimed invention as 
substantially as explained above. Chapet in view of Bonifas fail to disclose a display 
mounted in the gaming token, the display device being switchable between a first 
display status and a second display status different from the first display status. Modler 
discloses a gambling chip displaying the value on the top surface, as shown in Fig 2, 3. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the display 
feature into the gambling chip as taught by Modler into the Chapet in view of Bonifas 
type device in order to allow quick and easy view/identification of the value of the 
gambling chip, therefore avoiding the need of inserting it into a gaming machine to 
determine its value, and also to avoid counterfeiting. As for switching between a first 
display status and a second display status, Bonifas discloses recording the value of the 
gambling chip in its memory every time it's updated, 5:28-31. Therefore switching the 
display status from a first to a second display status different from the first display would 
have been obvious. Such feature would allow view of the current status of the chip. 



Application/Control Number: 09/597,801 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3713 

Regarding claim 13, it's already shown above that the state of the gambling chip is 
capable of changing, using magnet to change the state of the gambling chip would have 
been an obvious matter of design choice. 

Regarding claim 74, Bonifas discloses the use of different colors and diameters 
corresponding to different face values, 1:26-28. Accordingly, the use of different colors 
corresponding to different display status would have been obvious. 

Regarding claim 75, Bonifas discloses the minimum value being a zero value, 
displaying the display value as a blank display would have been obvious. Such feature 
would indicate that there's no monetary value associated to the gambling chip displayed 
then. 

Regarding claims 76, 89, displaying the first display status and the second display 
status in alphanumeric readout would have been obvious since the display status is 
related to monetary value. 

Regarding claims 77, 78, including a LED or LCD display in an electronic device is old 
and well known. With the gambling chip being an electronic chip, including a light 
emitting diode or a liquid crystal display would have been obvious. Such feature would 
enhance the visual output of the device. 
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Regarding claims 81, 87-88, it has been stated above that Chapet discloses the 
capability of including an identifier in a gambling chip, 5:3-10. On the other hand, 
Bonifas discloses the use of a gambling chip reader capable of reading various data 
elements, 2:59-61. Bonifas further discloses determining on the basis of the read token 
identifier whether a prize has been won and displaying result of the determining step, 
5:4-17. 

Regarding claim 82, it recites the limitations of claim 7, therefore refer to the rejection of 
claim 7 above for rejection. 

Regarding claims 90-91, Bonifas discloses using a slot machine to carry out his 
invention, as shown in Fig 1 and 2. Slot machines are known to incorporate various 
types of games such as bingo or drawing game. Accordingly, presenting the game as a 
bingo or drawing game would have been an obvious matter of design choice. 

c. Claim 79 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chapet in 
view of Bonifas and further in view of Orus et al. (US Patent No. 5,706,925). 
Regarding claim 79, Chapet in view of Bonifas disclose the claimed invention as 
substantially as explained above. Chapet in view of Bonifas fail to disclose including a 
sound emitting device on the gaming token. Orus discloses a token including a sound 
emitting device, mounted on the gaming token for emitting at least one sound indicative 
of a status of the gaming token, 1:65-67, 2:1-2. It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include the sound teaching 
into the Chapet in view of Bonifas type device in order to provide audible feedback to 
players. 

d. Claims 83-85 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chapet in view of Bonifas and Modler, and further in view of Orus et al. (US Patent No. 
5,706,925). 

Regarding claims 83-85 Chapet in view of Bonifas and Modler disclose the claimed 
invention as substantially as explained above. However, they fail to disclose a reading 
comprising receiving a signal transmitted from the gaming token and receiving a signal 
transmitted via wireless communication from the gaming token and optically scanning 
the gaming token. Orus discloses a gaming device comprising the use of a token and 
wherein the reading comprises receiving a signal transmitted from the gaming token, 
5:20-37 and receiving a signal transmitted via wireless communication from the gaming 
token 5:25 and optically scanning the gaming token, 5:19. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the 
transmission teaching as taught by Orus into the Chapet in view of Bonifas and Modler 
type device in order to check the authenticity of the gaming chip/token. 
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Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. US Patent No. 5,216,234 to Bell, which teaches token having minted identification 
codes. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29, 72-91 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yveste G. Cherubin whose telephone number is 
(703) 306-3027. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 - 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, T. Walberg can be reached on (703) 308-1327. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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